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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

2. The changes made to 35 U.S:C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

3. Claims 1,4.9-11,15,19 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Bhat (US Publication 20030055808). 

As to claim 1 , Bhat discloses a method of providing a unified logging service for 
use in a network having a plurality of nodes capable of generating event logs, wherein 
the unified logging service having a unified log server (Figure 1, element 140) and 
repository (Figure 1, element 145), comprising the steps of: converting an event log file 
of a first log type and structure associated with a sending node into a predetermined 
format (Abstract and paragraphs 55-57, wherein configuring or modifying is considered 
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to be equivalent with changing the format); transmitting the converted event log file over 
the network to the unified log server (Figure 3, steps 360 and 370); receiving the 
converted event log file by the unified log server (Figure 1 , element 140); determining 
the log type of the converted log file and routing the converted log file to a log handler 
compatible with the log type and the predefined format (paragraph 55, lines 12-15 and 
paragraph 47, lines 18-21); identifying a receiving node compatible with the log type for 
the converted event log file (Figure 2, element 145), and forwarding the converted event 
log file from the log handler to the identified receiving node (paragraph 73). 

As to claim 9 , Bhat discloses an apparatus for providing a unified logging 
service, comprising: a unified logging server (Figure 1, element 140); means for 
receiving an event log file at the unified logging server (Figure 1, elements 142 and . 
141); a log adapter for converting the event log file from a first structure to a predefined 
format (Figure 3, steps 360 and 370); means for determining a log type of the converted 
event log file and a log handler suitable for the log type (Figure 2, element 141); means 
for forwarding the converted event log file to the log handler (inherently there has to be 
a connection allowing forwarding the logging information because otherwise the system 
would be inoperable); means for identifying a receiving node (Figure 2, element 210); 
means for forwarding the converted event log file to the identified receiving node (Figure 
2, connections between element 210 and elements 230, 240 and 250). 

As to claim 11 Bhat discloses a system comprising: a sending node having a 
first structure (Figure 1, element 110); an event log file having a first log type associated 
with the sending node; a log adapter for the sending node for converting the event log 
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file from the first structure to a predefined format (Figure 3, steps 360 and 370); means 
for transmitting the converted event log file across the network (Figure 1, element 120) 
to a unified logging server (Figure 1, element 140); means for receiving the converted 
event log file at the unified logging server (Figure 1 , element 142); means for 
determining the log type of the converted event log file and a log handler suitable for the 
log type (paragraph 41, lines 16-20); means for forwarding the converted event log file 
to the log handler (Figure 1, connection between element 120 and 142) ; means for 
identifying a receiving node for the converted event log file (Figure 1, element 142); 
means for forwarding the converted event log file to the identified receiving node (Figure 
2, connection between element 210 and elements 230, 240 and 250). 

As to claim 19 , Bhat discloses a software product embodied in the computer 
readable medium, wherein the computer performs following steps: convert an event log 
file of a first log type and structure associated with a sending node into a predefined 
format (Figure 3, steps 360 and 370); transmit the converted event log file onto a 
network (Figure 1, element 120) to a unified log server (Figure 1, element 140); receive 
the converted event log file by the unified log server; determine the log type of the 
converted log file (paragraph 41 , lines 16-20) and rout the converted log file to a log 
handler compatible with the determined log type (Figure 2, elements 212, 214 and 216) 
and the predefined format; identify a receiving node compatible with the log type for the 
converted event log file, and forward the converted event log file from the log handler to 
the identified receiving node (Figure 2, elements 230, 240 and 250). 
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As to claims 4, 10, 15 and 22 , Bhat discloses the method an apparatus 
comprising the step of and means for storing the converted log file in the repository 
(paragraph 47, lines 17-18). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2,12 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bhat (US Publication 2003/0055808) in the view of Sullivan et al 
(US Publication 2004/0172284). Bhat teaches all the limitations disclosed in claim 1 
and 19 respectively, however he does not teach acknowledging receipt of the converted 
event log file by the identified receiving node to the sending node. Sullivan teaches 
information management system-allowing logging in to access the data stored in 
database in response to receipt of an authorized user identification and password. It 
would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art during the time the 
invention was made to use confirmation receipt after certain task is completed as taught 
by Sullivan, in Bhat logging in process, because using receipt for completed tasks is 
well known in the art, it allows for instance a network administrator to easily monitor the 
condition of the logging service, so if there are any potential complications with a 
network, the administrator can recognize it much sooner. 
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6. Claims 5 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bhat (US Publication 2003/0055808) in the view of Covert et al (US Patent 5982995). 
Bhat teaches all the limitations disclosed in claims 1 and 19 respectively, however he 
does not specifically teach that the predefined format includes a header and a body. 
Covert teaches logging data in a form having a header (Figure 4, element 44) and a 
body (Figure 4, element 45). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in 
the art during the time the invention was made to use the format having a header and a 
body as taught by Covert in the Bhat's log event system, because this allow for better 
organization of a collected data, and it also makes it easier to the user to manage event 
log data since header and the remaining data contained in the body are separated. 

7. Claims 6-8,24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bhat (US Publication 2003/0055808) in the view of Covert et al (US Patent 
5982995) and further in view of Falls et al (US Patent 6247149). 

As to claims 6 and 24, Covert also teaches the header containing information 
comprising: a log system identifier, a log type identifier (Figure 4, element 141, wherein 
type comprises source (system) and type (module)) and a log create timestamp (Figure 
4, element 142), wherein the information under numerals 144-149, correspond to the 
specific numeral 140-143 respectively). Covert does not teach however that the 
information comprises a server identifier. Falls teaches a logging system wherein 
display diagnostic logging information lists the name of the server in the header portion. 
It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art during the time the 
invention was made to place server information as taught by Falls in the header portion 
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of the Covert's log event information and further use this formatted log data in Bhat's log 
system because information such as server name, type of log, destination, source and a 
time stamp are one of the main most useful information to identify the event and 
possibly fix existing problem. Furthermore, the decision of what kind information should 
be placed in the formatted version is a matter of a design choice based on the 
preferences of, for instance, network administrator. 

As to claims 7 and 25 . Covert further teaches the body of transaction information 
comprising: a message portion, wherein the message portion is further defined by fields 
specific to the log type (Figure 4, element 149); and a time stamp portion (Figure 4, 
element 147). 

As to claim 8 . Bhat, Covert and Falls teach their method being embodied tangibly 
in a computer readable storage medium ('149, Figure 1; '995, Figure 2 and '808 Figure 

8. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bhat 
(US Publication 2003/0055808) in the view of Falls et al (US Patent 6247149). Bhat 
teaches all the limitations disclosed in claim 1 1 , however he does not teach a log 
adapter for the receiving node for converting the predefined format to an event log file of 
the first structure. Falls teaches converting data into the user-friendly display of relevant 
information (column 9, lines 30-34), and he also teaches the option of archiving that 
information. Even though he does not explicitly state that data in the displayed window 
once archived is converted back to its original format, it is still obvious because the data 
cannot be saved exactly as it appears in the information window (Figure 2) and even if it 



Application/Control Number: 10/730,656 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2163 

would be done it would take a lot of memory and therefore it would be very inefficient. It 
would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art during the time the 
invention was made to use a log adapter allowing for converting the formatted data to its 
original format as taught by Falls and use it Bhat's logging system because this would 
allow to efficiently archive important log events and it would also be efficient in terms of 
required memory space. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 3, 14 and 21 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Furthermore the applicant also 
needs to overcome rejection under 35 U.S.C 101 in order to place this application in 
condition for allowance. 

10. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

As to claims 3, 14 and 21 , the prior art of record fails to teach the method, the 
system and the article of the manufacture as disclosed in claims 2, 12 and 20 
respectively, further comprising the step and means for converting the acknowledgment 
to the predefined format. 



Response to Arguments 



Application/Control Number: 10/730,656 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2163 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments filed October 12, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

12. With respect to the applicant's arguments on pages 8-1 1 regarding rejection 
under 35 U.S.C 101, all of the arguments have been considered and have been found 
persuasive, therefore the 101 rejection involving claims 1-7 and 11-17 has been 
withdrawn. 

13. With respect to the applicant's assertion on page 13, first paragraph, arguing that 
the examiner failed to properly identify components in the prior art that could read on 
the limitations of the independent claim 1, in particular "receiving the converted event 
log file by the unified log server". The examiner still maintains the previous 35 U.S.C 
102 rejection is proper because server (140) has many components, for instance object 
manager, Jogging service, plurality of repositories, which are interconnected (i.e. 
network, interconnection between elements). Furthermore the converted event log file is 
transferred from the logging service to the object manager and then to the appropriate 
provider. Even though those elements in figure 1 of the prior art are shown as being a 
part of the same server, it still reads on the limitation "receiving the converted event log 
file by the unified log server" because object manager is also considered as part of the 
unified log server. Furthermore, It is worth noting that the applicant failed to identify 
where exactly the file is converted and then the applicant also did not clearly identify 
source and destination of the converted log file. Stating that the file is transmitted via 
network does not clearly describe the source and destination relationship. Furthermore 
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the word "network" is a very broad term and the examiner ought to give it the broadest 
reasonable interpretation. 

14. With the respect to the applicant's assertion on page 13, second paragraph 
arguing that the examiner failed to identify "converting an event log file of a first log type 
and structure associated with a sending node into a predefined format", the examiner 
disagrees. In paragraph 54, Bhat teaches that the event report is created initiated by 
certain transaction or event, and along with that as taught in paragraph 55, the property 
file can be modified to incorporate appropriate file storage devices. This in fact, allows a 
log file to be stored in the appropriate repository, therefore it is considered to be directly 
related to the log file. 

15. With respect to the applicant's argument also on page 13, third paragraph 
alleging that the cited prior art does not teach "determining the log type of the converted 
log file and routing the converted log file to a log handler compatible with the log type 
and the predefined format", the examiner disagrees. In paragraph 54, Bhat clearly 
teaches storing the log record in particular log file at the particular storage device, 
therefore prior to routing the log file, the type of the log record has to be determined. 

The Prior Art 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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US Patent 6125392 discloses the method and apparatus for high speed 
event tog data compression, wherein the log data is converted into the 
format having header and the body. 

Conclusion 

17. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

18. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Inquiry 

19. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Angela M. Lie whose telephone number is 571 -272- 
8445. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 
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20. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on 571-272-1834. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

21. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Angela M Lie 




DON WONG ( 
IPERVIS0RY PATENT EXAMINt 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



